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STATEMENT OF GENERAL HUDELSON ON KOREA 


Monpbay, JUNE 9, 1952. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
WITNESSES 


Hon. Frank Pace, Jr., Secretary of the Army 
Gen. J. Lawton Collins, Chief of Staff, United States Army 
Francis Shackelford, Counselor, Department of the Army 


Mr. Sixes. I am glad to welcome you back, Mr. Secretary, and 
you, General Collins, before the Subcommittee on Appropriations for 
the Department of the Army. There are a number of things that 
have arisen which I feel it would be advantageous for us to discuss 
with you, matters on which we desire information that has not been 

railable to us from other sources. I am going to point out one at this 
time. I note in today’s Washington News a headline—a very large 
headline, which states: “U.S. General Says the Reds Can Drive Us 
Out of Korea any Time They Attack.” They are quoting Major 
General Daniel H. Hudelson. 

By what authority does General Hudelson speak and for whom 
does he speak ? 

Secretary Pace. General Hudelson was the commanding general 
of the California 40th National Guard Division which was sent first 
to Japan and then later to Korea. He has recently completed lis 
tour in Korea, was relieved of command on ordinary command relief 
principles and has returned to this country. I do not know the 
accuracy of the statements that are attributed to him. 

Mr. Foon. May I interrupt at that point’ What you mean, Mr. 

Secretary, is that you do not know if he is quoted verbatim 

Secretary Pacer. That is correct; I do not know if he is quoted 
verbatim. The correction is a sound one. 

We have taken steps to ascertain directly from him exactly what 
he said and under what circumstances. This man would normally be 
returned to private life in about a week. 

As to the statement itself as quoted in the newspapers, it is my own 
judgment, based on everything we have had from our highest military 
leaders in the field, that the statement is completely inaccurate and is 
at variance with our actual capabilities. 

Mr. Sixes. Obviously, the man has been doing some talking or he 
would not be quoted. 

Secretary Pace. I can only say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no 
authority that I know of to keep officers or men from making state- 
ments that are detrimental to our national interest. Once it is done, 
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then we are in a position to take appropriate action. Unfortunately, 
there is no way to prevent a man, in advance, from saying something. 

Mr. Srxes. That is certainly not the kind of thing that I think 
should be published. I do not believe that it is anything that you 
think should be published. In the first place, I do not beheve it; in 
the next place, I think its publication is injurious to us and helpful 
to the enemy. 

Secretary Pace. I think your statements are completely sound, 
Mr. Chairman. I do point out that, to the best of my knowledge, this 
is the first case in which we have had an Army oflicer, either a general 
or other officer, make any statement of this kind, in approximately 2 
years of the Korean War. I think, generally speaking, our officers 
have conducted themselves in an intelligent and in a wise fashion. I | 
know that the chairman would expect us to get all of the facts in this | 
case before we moved, because you never know exactly what is involved 
until you do have the facts. I would say that within half an hour after 
we saw the report in the newspapers, we moved immediately to get the 
facts, on the West Coast. 

Mr. Sixes. Do you wish to add anything to that, General Collins? 

General Cotuins. The inspector general of the Sixth Army is in- 
vestigating this case now. He will make a report and also a recom- 
mendation for appropriate disciplinary action, if such is called for. 

Mr. Fioop. Have you been in touch with General Clark’s office in 
Tokyo or General Van Fleet to determine whether or not this general 
officer Hudelson has expressed any opinions or engaged in any con- 
troversies with either of those two headquarters with reference to this 
kind of problem? That should be examined. Is there a background 
on this man ? 

Secretary Pace. Mr. Flood, we knew of this only about two and a 
half hours ago. We moved immediately to find out whether the Gen- 
eral had actually made this statement. Once we find out those facts, 

I think your suggestion is one that we would normally follow. I can 
say this, that we have had no indication of the incident prior to this 
time. 

Mr. Fioop. There is nothing to indicate that this general officer 
had been engaged in any controversies heretofore, and from what we 
know at this late moment or early moment—it depends upon which 
way you look at it—this is a statement made by General Hudelson upon 
arrival in the Sixth Army area, is that correct ? 

General Coturns. That is correct—in the United States. 

Mr. Fioop. And you have made inquiry of the Inspector General of 
that area as to what happened actually ? 

General Cotuins. That is right. 

Mr. Fioop. That is an interesting statement. Then there are two 
matters here; there is not only the question of discipline, not only the 
question of the propriety of the general’s statement and conduct, but 
this committee is concerned also to know whether or not the general 
is right or wrong. 

General Coutiins. That is right. 

Mr. Fioop. We do not know. We will agree at least that whether 
he is right or wrong, there is no excuse for his conduct if what this 
paper says really happened. But if it were true that what he said 
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is the fact, this committee will be more concerned with that than 
with the general’s conduct. 

General Cottrns. So would we. 

Mr. Fioop. Of course. 

Secretary Pace. Let me say in this particular that [ refrained from 
comment for this reason. J] have the ultimate decision, not in 
the institution of the court martial, but in the approval of the action 
of the court martial. Therefore, it is improper for me to express 
an opinion in advance, because if I were to do so, I might prejudice 
the capacity of the Army to operate in this field. I think it is im- 
portant to mention that under the rules of the court martial, I have 
the ultimate responsibility in this field. That is an accurate state- 
ment, is it not, General ? 

General Conus. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fioop. Mr. Secretary, in view of that statement, as far as we 
are concerned at this moment, we will just close the door on the general 
for the moment. But may we be assured at this minute by you, as 
the Secretary and by General Collins as the Chief of Staff that the 
statements made by General Hudelson—and whether he made them 
or not is beside the point just now—are not true in your opinion ¢ 

Secretary Pacr. Let me say this, that this is a statement of opinion 
on a subject concerning which no man can say categorically that the 
facts are one way or another. All that I can say to you is that our 
top people in the field, who are well informed of the capabilities of 
the enemy, of our own capabilities, of our position, our logistical sup- 
port, have consistently stated that any attack by the Communists 
would be thrown back with severe losses by the Communists, and that 
we would be able to hold our own position. Those facts have con- 
sistently been stated by men who are in possession of all the facts. 

As Secretary of the Army it would be my judgment that the state- 
ments of those men are the statements upon which I must rely. 

Mr. Frioop. General Collins, as the military chief, under the same 
circumstances what is your judgment ? 

General Cotirns. I agree thoroughly with what the Secretary has 
said. General Ridgway and General Van Fleet have stated over and 
over again that if the Communists attack, they are going to get badly 
beaten. That ismy judgment on what I know of the situation. 

Mr. Fioop. Is not this so as a fact, that there is nothing new about 
General Hudelson’s statement of the existence of a superior enemy 
manpower, in sheer heads and feet? That has always been the situ- 
ation. 

Secretary Pace. That is an admitted fact. 

Mr. Frioop. That is nothing new. We are predicating our posi- 
tion and our conclusions upon fire power and the handling of it and 
the quality of our troops in position, rather than on mere figures. 

Secretary Pacer. And leadership. You cannot ignore leadership, 
which is compelling in this case: and communications. I think those 
two factors must be considered. 

You will note from the article that General Hudelson says that 
this is a matter of personal opinion, rather than a matter of military 
opinion. 

Mr. Sixes. Thank you, gentlemen. 
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